7/6/95 


Dr. «ary Aguilar 
909 Hyde St., # 550 
San Francisco, CA 94109 



Dear Gary > , , 

interested me most of all in the partical transcript of your c onversatloi 

with Boswell is wliat you did not mention, most of all his stating that ^ they all^ 

made and consulted notes of the autopsy, page four, and after it, page five. 1 re, 

gaxd to page five, all he acknowledged in tl* past that I can recall are the few notes 

on the autopsy face sheet and that does not appear to me to be what he is talking abou 


in what he wnote then. Pe6hap3 it is » however. 

Without success I've tried to interest the ARilB in this based in what had 

in Post Mortem, 'fhat wan before HA! was published. From the record in Post Mortem those 

notes existed when Humes testified before the WC. , 

In your thinking about this I believe it is important to keep in mind ia/as 

the time those notes were made the prosectors had to expect to be witnesses at a trial. 
When that changed Hfimes rewrote the protocol. But I believe that the notes do not suppo 

the second proctocol and that is they've been memory-holed. 

What hTe say on page eight, that that felt it was not necessary to open the 
tract of the nonpfatal admitted shot because they "found the entire tract" is stil^ 

iMerent version ar^an^ obviously false one. 

It would have been much So theUjlntereot to have said that to undbers but th y 

did not. Shy the, did not la what can oniy be ooni.ctu.ed but the ...t obBoua of th. 

pOBBible explanations is that they tae« it would have Bolted back on/the. if they 
had', and -ihCk’s tsstinoniss were under oath onf.hat ho said. He did testify they were 

oifelered not to establish that tract. 

If you can pressure the ARRB it might do some goofl, on the notes, on getting 
them and if necessary on issuing subpoenaes on them and to take .worn testimony. 

Your letter to ^ristow was good. Id that the address at which he should be 

written or is he nov/ at AMA. headquarters? 

KXlVt ^ m I ro nnrl KdQ « 



